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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 
EASTERN DIVISION 


ZANDREA ASKEW, 


Plaintiff, 


V. 


No.: 


LASALLE COUNTY; THOMAS Honorable 

TEMPLETON, the LaSalle County Sheriff; Courtroom: 

GREGORY HIGGINS, a LaSalle County 

Sheriffs Officer; SHELLEY KESSLER, a 

LaSalle County Sheriff s Officer; DREW 

LENGFELDER, a LaSalle County Sheriffs 

Officer; DEPUTY PITROWSKI, a LaSalle 

County Sheriffs Officer; DEPUTY 

VARGAS, a LaSalle County Sheriff s 

Officer; RONALD MARCONI, a LaSalle 

County Sheriffs Officer; DEPUTY 

COGDAL, a LaSalle County Sheriff s 

Officer; UNKNOWN LASALLE COUNTY 

SHERIFFS OFFICERS, 


Defendants. 


COMPLAINT 

Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, by and through her attorneys, Ekl, Williams & 
Provenzale, llc complain of the Defendants, LaSalle County, Thomas Templeton, 
Gregory Higgins, Drew Lengfelder, Ronald Marconi, Shelley Kessler, Deputy 
Pitrowski, Deputy Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, and Unknown LaSalle County Sheriffs 
Officers as follows: 
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Introduction 

This action is brought seeking redress for violations of the Plaintiff s rights 
under the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States of America and for violations of Illinois common law. Specifically, Plaintiff is 
seeking damages which resulted when she was falsely arrested by LaSalle County 
Officers without probable cause and detained at the LaSalle County jail where 
officers viciously and unlawfully assaulted her by slamming her to the ground and 
forcibly removed her clothes and undergarments. The force used against Plaintiff 
was not only excessive but there was no legal or penological justification for 
aggressively stripping Plaintiff of her clothing and detaining her in the jail without 
clothing. LaSalle County Sheriff s Officers intentionally and gratuitously 
humiliated, degraded and dehumanized Plaintiff while they unlawfully detained 
her in the jail. For over 40 years, this abusive and unconstitutional treatment has 
been, and continues to be, a regular and common practice by the LaSalle County 
Sheriffs Office as a means of illegally punishing arrestees. 

Jurisdiction and Venue 

1. This Court has original jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. §1331 and § 1343(a)(3), as the federal claims are brought under 42 U.S.C. 
§1983. Venue is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b), as all or some of the parties 
reside in the Northern District of Illinois and the events giving rise to the claims 
occurred in this district. The Court has supplemental jurisdiction over the 
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Plaintiffs state law claims pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1367(a), as the claims arise out of 
the same nucleus of operative facts. 

The Parties 

2. The Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, is 28 year old African American female. 
She is a Marine Corps veteran and was honorably discharged in 2015. She is 
citizen of the United States of America and at all relevant times enjoyed the rights 
enumerated under the Constitution of the United States. 

3. Defendant LaSalle County is a body politic organized under the laws of 
the State of Illinois. 

4. Defendant Thomas Templeton is the elected LaSalle County Sheriff 
and is being sued in his official capacity and as such is responsible for the policies 
and practices, both express and de facto, of the LaSalle County Sheriffs Office. 

5. Defendants Gregory Higgins, Drew Lengfelder, Ronald Marconi, 

Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, and Unknown 
LaSalle County Sheriff s Officers (hereinafter collectively “Officers”) at all relevant 
times were employed as officers by LaSalle County and/or the LaSalle County 
Sheriff s Office, acting under the color of law, and within the scope of said 
employment. These Officers are being sued in their individual capacity. 
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Facts Common to All Counts of the Complaint 

6. On the early morning of January 20, 2017, Plaintiff was parked in her 
vehicle on the side of a public street in LaSalle County, Illinois. Plaintiff had not 
committed any traffic violation or criminal offense and had not heen involved in a 
traffic accident. 

7. While Plaintiff was sitting in her vehicle. Defendants Higgins and 
Marconi approached Plaintiff to question her. Upon questioning Plaintiff, 
Defendant Higgins and Marconi learned that Plaintiff had a valid driver’s license, 
and that there were no outstanding warrants for her arrest. Furthermore, Plaintiff 
exhibited no signs of being under the influence of alcohol or any drug. 

8. Despite that. Defendants Higgins and Marconi ordered Plaintiff to exit 
her vehicle and perform field sobriety tests. Plaintiff passed all of the field sobriety 
tests and demonstrated no signs of being under the influence of either alcohol or 
drugs. 

9. Despite passing the field sobriety tests. Defendants Higgins and 
Marconi placed Plaintiff under arrest for the misdemeanor offense of driving under 
the influence of drugs. At the time of her arrest. Defendants Higgins and Marconi 
had no probable cause to believe that Plaintiff had committed any criminal offense. 

10. Incident to and following her arrest. Plaintiff was throughly searched 
by Defendants Higgins and Marconi. Plaintiff cooperated with the Officers, 
complied with all commands given by the Officers, and did not act aggressively 
towards the Officers or others. 
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11. Defendants Higgins and Marconi handcuffed Plaintiff and placed her 
in a squad car. Defendant Higgins then transported Plaintiff to a hospital. During 
this time, Plaintiff continued to cooperate with Defendant Higgins, complied with 
all commands given hy Defendant Higgins, and did not act aggressively towards 
Defendant Higgins or others. 

12. At the hospital. Defendant Higgins did not seek any medical attention 
for Plaintiff. To the contrary, the sole purpose of taking Plaintiff to a hospital was 
to obtain a hlood sample from Plaintiff. There was no legal justification for 
obtaining Plaintiff s blood under Illinois law or the Fourth Amendment to the 
United States Constitution. At the hospital. Plaintiff continued to cooperate with 
Defendant Higgins, complied with all commands given by Defendant Higgins, and 
did not act aggressively towards Defendant Higgins or others. 

13. Defendant Higgins then transported Plaintiff to the LaSalle County 
Jail (hereinafter “Jail”). During this time. Plaintiff continued to cooperate with 
Defendant Higgins, complied with all commands given by Defendant Higgins, and 
did not act aggressively towards Defendant Higgins or others. 

14. Upon arrival at the Jail, Plaintiff was not given the opportunity to post 
bond, as mandated by Illinois law, which would have secured her release from 
custody. To the contrary, upon arrival at the Jail, Plaintiff was confronted with at 
least five additional officers, including. Defendants Lengfelder, Kessler, Pitrowski, 
Vargas, and Cogdal. 
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15. Upon arrival at the Jail, Plaintiff did not act aggressively or engage in 
any conduct that would cause any of the Officers to fear for their safety or the safety 
of others. 

16. Despite that, upon arrival at the Jail, Defendants Kessler, Pitrowski, 
Vargas, and other as-yet unknown officers, in the presence of Defendant Higgins, 
Lengfelder and Cogdal and other as-yet unknown offices, forcibly dragged Plaintiff 
into a cell at the Jail. 

17. While in the cell. Defendants Kessler, Pitrowski, and Vargas forcibly 
threw Plaintiff to the ground and unreasonably and deliberately attacked and 
restrained Plaintiff causing injury to Plaintiffs body. This was done in the presence 
and/or with the knowledge of other LaSalle County officers, including, upon 
information and belief. Defendants Higgins, Lengfelder, Cogdal, and other as-yet 
unknown officers. 

18. While physically restraining Plaintiff, Defendants Kessler, Pitrowski, 
and Vargas forcibly and maliciously stripped all of Plaintiffs clothes and 
undergarments from her body. During this attack. Defendants Kessler, Pitrowksi, 
and Vargas also violently pulled Plaintiffs hair and caused further pain and injury 
to Plaintiffs body. This attack and striping occurred in the presence and/or with 
the knowledge of other LaSalle County officers, including, upon information and 
belief. Defendants Higgins, Lengfelder, Cogdal, and other as-yet unknown officers. 
None of the Officers attempted to stop the vicious attack on Plaintiff despite the fact 
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that it occurred over several minutes and Plaintiff was crying out in extreme 
distress, pain and fear during the attack. 

19. The cell where Plaintiff was attacked and stripped was equipped with 
video surveillance equipment that recorded the incident. The Officers, including 
males, viewed or had the opportunity to view the attack and stripping of Plaintiff hy 
Defendants Kessler, Pitrowski, and Vargas. 

20. Throughout her detention at the Jail, Plaintiff was not acting 
aggressively or engaging in any conduct that would cause an officer to he in 
reasonable apprehension of receiving hodily harm, or that justified the use of force 
against her. 

21. There was no legitimate or necessary law enforcement, safety, or 
penological objective to forcibly stripping Plaintiff of her clothing. The only 
objective of the Officers was to punish, harass, humiliate, degrade, and inflict 
physical and psychological pain upon Plaintiff. 

22. The Officers’ conduct in stripping Plaintiff of her clothing was 
intentionally demeaning, dehumanizing, undignified, humiliating, terrifying, 
embarrassing, and degrading. 

23. Illinois law specifically prohibits any peace officer from stripping a 
person arrested for a misdemeanor offense unless there is a reasonable belief that 
the individual is concealing a weapon or controlled substance. 725 ILCS 5/103-l(c). 
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24. The Officers had no reasonable belief that Plaintiff, who had 
previously been searched prior to arriving at the Jail, was concealing a weapon or 
controlled substance. 

25. Defendant Higgins filed charges against Plaintiff for the misdemeanor 
offenses of driving under the influence of drugs and resisting arrest. Defendant 
Higgins knew that there was no probable cause to support either of those charges 
and Plaintiff did not engage in any conduct that would cause a reasonable officer to 
believe that Plaintiff committed the offense of driving under the influence of drugs 
or resisting arrest. 

26. In support of the resisting arrest charges. Defendant Higgins falsely 
claimed that Plaintiff struggled with himself and other officers despite knowing 
that allegation to be false. 

27. In support of the driving under the influence charge. Defendant 
Higgins falsely claimed that Plaintiff was operating a vehicle under the influence of 
drugs. 

28. At approximately 12:00 p.m on January 20, 2017, almost twelve (12) 
hours after she was falsely arrested. Plaintiff was released from custody by LaSalle 
County officers. 

29. The prosecution of Plaintiff for the fabricated charges of driving under 
the influence and resisting arrest continued for eighteen (18) months, until July 13, 
2018. 
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30. On July 13, 2018, the LaSalle County State’s Attorney dismissed the 
charges of driving under the influence and resisting arrest against Plaintiff. In 
dismissing the charges, the LaSalle County State’s Attorney determined, and made 
a written finding, that there was no prohahle cause for Plaintiff s arrest. 

31. During the course of Plaintiffs 18 month prosecution, she was forced to 
hire and pay an attorney to defend her and appeared in court on numerous 
occasions to answer the false charges against her. 

32. Upon information and belief, as-yet unknown LaSalle County Sheriffs 
officers and/or employees, attempted to delete and/or destroy the video recording of 
the assault and stripping of Plaintiff. However, despite these efforts, a restored 
version of the video was recovered and disclosed to Plaintiff hy the LaSalle County 
State’s Attorney’s Office. 

COUNT I 
42 U.S.C. §1983 

Fourth Amendment Violation 
Unlawful Detention and False Arrest (Conspiracy) 

33. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates HI through 32 above as 133 of 
this Count 1. 

34. At all relevant times. Plaintiff possessed a right under the Fourth 
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States to be free from unreasonable 
searches and seizures and to be secure in her personal effects and property. 

35. At all relevant times. Defendants Higgins and Marconi, as well as 
other as-yet unknown co-conspirators, accomplished an unlawful result through 
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individual and/or concerted action, in that they agreed, through explicit or implicit 
means, to effect the unlawful detention and arrest of the Plaintiff, without lawful 
authority in the form of reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, a judicial 
warrant or writ, or other factual or legal justification. 

36. In furtherance of said agreement. Defendants Higgins and Marconi 
unlawfully detained and arrested Plaintiff, manufactured and fabricated evidence 
against her, failed to intervene in observed constitutional violations, and withheld 
the existence and disclosure of exculpatory evidence. 

37. At all times relevant thereto. Defendants Higgins and Marconi were 
acting under color of law and within the scope of each’s employment, and their 
individual and/or concerted conducted as described above was unreasonable and 
without lawful justification. 

38. Defendant Higgins and Marconi’s individual and/or concerted action as 
described above violated Plaintiff s right to be free from unreasonable searches and 
seizures as provided in the Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution 
and has caused Plaintiff to suffer, and will in the future continue to suffer, severe 
damages including, mental anguish, emotional distress, humiliation, degradation, 
loss of income, loss of reputation, and legal expenses. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, demands judgment against 
Defendants Gregory Higgins and Ronald Marconi jointly and severally, for 
compensatory and punitive damages in a sum in excess of $1,000,000 and for her 
attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1988. 
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COUNT II 
42 U.S.C. §1983 

Fourth Amendment Violation 

Unlawful Detention at the LaSalle County Jail (Conspiracy) 

39. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates HI through 32 above as 139 of 
this Count 11. 

40. At all relevant times, Plaintiff possessed a right under the Fourth 
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States to he free from unreasonable 
searches and seizures and to be secure in her personal effects and property. 

41. At all relevant times, Defendants, Gregory Higgins, Drew Lengfelder, 
Ronald Marconi, Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, 
and as-yef unidentified LaSalle County Sheriffs Officers, accomplished an unlawful 
result through individual and/or concerted action, in that they agreed, through 
explicit or implicit means, to violate Plaintiff s right to be free from unreasonable 
searches and seizures as provided in the Fourth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. 

42. In furtherance of said agreement, the Officers unlawfully and 
unreasonably detained Plaintiff at the LaSalle County Jail without lawful authority 
in the form of probable cause, a judicial warrant or writ, or other factual or legal 
justification. 

43. In furtherance of said agreement, the Officers unlawfully and 
unreasonably detained Plaintiff at the LaSalle County Jail by refusing to allow 
Plaintiff to post bond, as mandated by Illinois law, and release her from custody. 
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44. The Officers individual and/or concerted action, as described above, 
violated Plaintiff s right to be free from unreasonable searches and seizures as 
provided in the Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution and has 
caused Plaintiff to suffer, and will in the future suffer, severe damages, including 
physical injury, physical and emotional pain and suffering, mental anguish, 
emotional distress, loss of income, and humiliation. 

45. At all times relevant thereto, the Officers were acting under color of 
law and within the scope of each’s employment, and their individual and/or 
concerted conduct as described above was unreasonable and without lawful 
justification. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, demands judgment against 
Defendants Gregory Higgins, Drew Lengfelder, Ronald Marconi, Shelley Kessler, 
Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, and Unknown LaSalle County 
Sheriffs Officers, jointly and severally, for compensatory and punitive damages in 
a sum in excess of $1,000,000 and for her attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to 42 
U.S.C. §1988. 

COUNT HI 
42 U.S.C. §1983 

Fourth Amendment Violation 

Excessive Force and Illegal Strip Search at the LaSalle County Jail 

(Conspiracy) 

46. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates TfTfl through 32 above as Tf46 of 
this Count HI. 
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47. At all relevant times, Plaintiff possessed a right under the Fourth 
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States to he free from unreasonable 
searches and seizures, including freedom from the use of unreasonable and/or 
excessive force against her. 

48. At all relevant times. Defendants Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, 
and Deputy Vargas, as well as yet unknown co-conspirators, accomplished an 
unlawful result through individual and/or concerted action in that they agreed, 
through explicit or implicit means, to effect the unlawful and unreasonable use of 
force against Plaintiff and an unreasonable search of Plaintiff without lawful 
justification. 

49. In furtherance of said agreement. Defendants Shelley Kessler, Deputy 
Pitrowski, and Deputy Vargas unlawfully physically assaulted and/or brutalized the 
Plaintiff without lawful justification by throwing Plaintiff to the ground, violently 
attacking and restraining her, and forcibly stripping her of her clothing . 

50. As described above, the conduct of Defendants Shelley Kessler, 

Deputy Pitrowski, and Deputy Vargas was under the color of law and within the 
scope of their employment and was not objectively reasonable and constituted an 
unreasonable search and excessive use of force in violation of the Fourth 
Amendment of the Constitution of the United States. 

51. As the proximate result of the individual and/or concerted action, as 
described above, by Defendants Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, and Deputy 
Vargas, which violated the rights of Plaintiff to be free from excessive force and 
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unreasonable searches and seizures, Plaintiff has suffered, and continues to suffer, 
severe damages including physical injury, physical and emotional pain and 
suffering, mental anguish, emotional distress, loss of income, and humiliation. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, demands judgment against 
Defendants Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy Vargas, and Unknown 
LaSalle County Sheriffs Officers, jointly and severally, for compensatory and 
punitive damages in a sum in excess of $1,000,000 and for her attorneys’ fees and 
costs pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1988. 

COUNT IV 
42 U.S.C. §1983 

Fourteenth Amendment Violation-Due Process Clause (Conspiracy) 

52. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates TfTfl through 32 above as Tf52 of 
this Count IV. 

53. At all relevant times. Plaintiff possessed a right under the Fourteenth 
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States to due process of law 

54. At all relevant times. Defendants Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, 
and Deputy Vargas, and as-yet unknown co-conspirators, accomplished an unlawful 
result through individual and/or concerted action, in that they agreed, through 
explicit or implicit means, to violate Plaintiffs right to due process by deliberately 
physically injuring Plaintiff and inflicting psychological pain on Plaintiff. 

55. In furtherance of said agreement. Defendants Shelley Kessler, Deputy 
Pitrowski, and Deputy Vargas, and as-yet unknown co-conspirators unlawfully and 
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deliberately threw Plaintiff to the ground, violently attacked and restrained her, 
and forcibly stripped her clothing from her body. 

56. The Defendants’ individual and/or concerted conduct, as described 
above, violated Plaintiffs right to due process as provided in the Fourteenth 
Amendment to the United States Constitution and has caused Plaintiff to suffer, 
and will in the future continue to suffer, severe damages, including physical injury, 
physical and emotional pain and suffering, mental anguish, and emotional distress. 

57. At all relevant times. Defendants were acting under color of law, and 
their individual and/or concerted conduct as described above was intentional and 
done with a conscious, callous and deliberate indifference to Plaintiff s 
constitutional right to due process and in a manner that shocks the conscience. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, demands judgment against 
Defendants Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy Vargas, and Unknown 
LaSalle County Sheriffs Officers, jointly and severally, for compensatory and 
punitive damages in a sum in excess of $1,000,000 and for her attorneys’ fees and 
costs pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1988. 

COUNT V 
42 U.S.C. §1983 

Fourth Amendment Violation-Failure to Intervene 

58. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates HI through 57 above as 158 of 
this Count V. 

59. At all relevant times. Plaintiff possessed a right under the Fourth 
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States to be free from unreasonable 
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searches and seizures, including freedom from the use of unreasonable and/or 
excessive force against her. 

60. During the events described above, each of the Officers, Gregory 
Higgins, Drew Lengfelder, Ronald Marconi, Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, 
Deputy Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, and Unknown LaSalle County Sheriffs Officers, 
stood by and failed to intervene to prevent the unconstitutional physical violence 
and search which Plaintiff was being subjected to at the hands of one or more of the 
other Officers. 

61. As a proximate result of the failure of the Officers, Gregory Higgins, 
Drew Lengfelder, Ronald Marconi, Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy 
Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, and Unknown LaSalle County Sheriffs Officers, to 
intervene on behalf of Plaintiff to prevent the unconstitutional conduct against her, 
despite the clear need and reasonable opportunity to do so. Plaintiff has suffered 
and will continue to suffer severe damages, including physical injury, physical and 
emotional pain and suffering, mental anguish, emotional distress, and humiliation. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, demands judgment against 
Defendants Gregory Higgins, Drew Lengfelder, Ronald Marconi, Shelley Kessler, 
Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, and Unknown LaSalle County 
Sheriffs Officers jointly and severally, for compensatory and punitive damages in a 
sum in excess of $1,000,000 and for her attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to 42 
U.S.C. §1988. 
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COUNT VI 
42 U.S.C. §1983 

Fourteenth Amendment Violation-Failure to Intervene 

62. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates TfTfl through 57 above as Tf62 of 
this Count VI. 

63. At all relevant times, Plaintiff possessed a right under the Fourteenth 
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States to due process of law. 

64. During the events described above, each of the Officers, Gregory 
Higgins, Drew Lengfelder, Ronald Marconi, Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, 
Deputy Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, and Unknown LaSalle County Sheriffs Officers, 
stood by and failed to intervene to prevent the due process violations which Plaintiff 
was being subjected to at the hands of one or more of the other Officers. 

65. As a proximate result of the failure of the Officers, Gregory Higgins, 
Drew Lengfelder, Ronald Marconi, Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy 
Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, and Unknown LaSalle County Sheriffs Officers, to 
intervene on behalf of Plaintiff to prevent the unconstitutional conduct against her, 
despite the clear need and reasonable opportunity to do so. Plaintiff has suffered 
and will continue to suffer severe damages, including physical injury, physical and 
emotional pain and suffering, mental anguish, emotional distress, and humiliation. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, demands judgment against 
Defendants Gregory Higgins, Drew Lengfelder, Ronald Marconi, Shelley Kessler, 
Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, and Unknown LaSalle County 
Sheriffs Officers jointly and severally, for compensatory and punitive damages in a 
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sum in excess of $1,000,000 and for her attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to 42 
U.S.C. §1988. 

COUNT VII 
42 U.S.C. §1983 

M)nell Claim-LaSalle County and LaSalle County Sheriff 

66. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates HI through 65 above as 166 of 
this Count VII. 

67. The actions of the Officers, as alleged above, were done pursuant to 
one or more independent or interrelated express or de facto policies, practices 
and/or customs of the LaSalle County Sheriffs Office. 

68. At all times material to this Complaint, the LaSalle County Sheriffs 
Office had independent or interrelated de facto policies, practices, and customs, that 
were widespread and persistent, which included, inter alia, stripping misdemeanor 
arrestees of their clothing, forcibly removing the clothing of arrestees for the 
purpose of punishing and humiliating arrestees, detaining arrestees in padded cells 
without clothing to punish and humiliate arrestees, and refusing to allowing 
misdemeanor arrestees to post bond and secure their release from custody. 

69. Pursuant to section 103-4 of the Illinois Code of Criminal Procedure, 
no person arrested for a misdemeanor offense, except in cases involving weapons or 
a controlled substance, shall be stripped unless there is a reasonable belief that the 
individual is concealing a weapon or controlled substance. 725 ILCS 5/103-4. Even 
in felony arrests or when there is a reasonable belief that an individual is 
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concealing a weapon or controlled substance, Illinois law imposes the following 
requirements on officers prior to stripping a detainee, including, inter alia- 

(a) The stripping shall be performed by persons of the same sex as 
the arrested person and on premises where the stripping cannot 
be observed by persons not physically conducting the search. 

725 ILCS 5/103-1(e) 

(b) Written permission of the police commander or an agent thereof 
designated for the purpose of authorizing a strip search shall be 
obtained. 725 ILCS 5/103-1(f)(1) 

70. The LaSalle County Sheriffs Office failed to train, supervise, 
discipline, transfer, monitor, counsel and/or otherwise control officers regarding, 
inter alia, (a) Illinois law regarding the restrictions on stripping detainees and the 
permissible method of conducting strip searches, and (b) the unconstitutionality of 
the use of excessive force and stripping the clothing from an individual or leaving 
an individual unclothed during his or her detention at the Jail 

71. The LaSalle County Sheriffs Office has an express and/or defacto 
policy of officers stripping the clothing from arrestees being temporarily held on 
misdemeanor offenses despite the officers not having a reasonable belief that the 
arrestees were concealing a weapon or contraband, in direct violation of the Fourth 
Amendment, the Fourteenth Amendment, and Illinois law. 

72. The LaSalle County Sheriffs Office also has an express and/or defacto 
policy of forcibly stripping the clothing from arrestees being temporarily held on 
misdemeanor offenses and placing the arrestees in a padded cell without clothing in 
order to punish the arrestee because an officer has concluded that the arrestee is 
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being uncooperative in direct violation of the Fourth Amendment, the Fourteenth 
Amendment, and Illinois law. 

73. Prior to the unconstitutional acts committed upon Plaintiff, as 
described above, several other individuals at the Jail, arrested without a warrant on 
non-drug and non-weapon related misdemeanor offenses, were forcibly stripped of 
their clothing by officers without reasonable suspicion that the arrestees were 
concealing drugs or a weapon or other legal justification. Likewise, those arrestees 
were also left in a cell without clothing for varying lengths of time, up to several 
hours. See e.g Holmes v. LaSalle County, et. al . 13-cv-6997; Welter, et. al v. 

LaSalle County, et al. . 13-cv-8003 (action brought by four plaintiffs on behalf of 
class of others similarly situated). 

74. Upon information and belief, the officers involved in illegally stripping 
arrestees of their clothing at the Jail, as described in paragraph 73, were not fired, 
disciplined, or sent to remedial training by the LaSalle County Sheriff s Office as a 
result of their conduct, allowing the express or defacto policy of illegally stripping 
arrestees in the Jail to exist and thrive at the Jail. 

75. Furthermore, on, prior to, and since January 20, 2017, Thomas 
Templeton, the LaSalle County Sheriff and the final policymaker for the LaSalle 
County Sheriff s Office, has allowed his officers to continue to engage in the 
unconstitutional acts as described above despite having knowledge of such 
misconduct and having a reasonable opportunity to intervene and prevent the 
continued constitutional violations. 
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76. On January 8, 2014, Thomas Templeton was deposed in the case of 
Holmes v. LaSalle County, et. ah 13-cv-6997, at which time he admitted, under 
oath, that the LaSalle County Sheriff s Office has a policy and procedure to place 
arrestees, that are determined to he “uncooperative”, into padded cells and remove 
their clothing. According to Sheriff Templeton, that policy had been in place for 40 
years. 

77. The unconstitutional policy of forcibly removing the clothing of 
arrestees as a means of punishing those arrestees has continued to be ratified by 
Thomas Templeton and has not been remedied. 

78. These express and/or policies, practices and customs, as set 

forth above, both individually and together, were maintained and implemented 
unreasonably, with deliberate indifference to an obvious need, and in a manner that 
shocks the conscience, and were, separately and together, a direct and proximate 
cause of the unconstitutional acts committed by Defendants Gregory Higgins, Drew 
Lengfelder, Ronald Marconi, Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy Vargas, 
Deputy Cogdal, and other not-yet identified LaSalle County Sheriff officers, and 
the injuries suffered by Plaintiffs. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, seek a preliminary and permanent 
injunction to enjoin Thomas Templeton and LaSalle County from permitting 
officers to strip arrestees in violation of Illinois law and the United States 
Constitution and to mandate Thomas Templeton and LaSalle County to train its 
officers regarding the restrictions on the use of force and the use of and method of 
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conducting strip searches under Illinois law and the United States Constitution. 
Plaintiffs also demand judgment against Thomas Templeton and LaSalle County 
for compensatory damages in a sum in excess of $1,000,000 and for her attorneys’ 
fees and costs pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1988. 

COUNT VIII 
42 U.S.C. §1983 

Federal Malicious Prosecution-Conspiracy 

79. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates HI through 32 above as 179 of this 
Count VIII. 

80. At all relevant times. Defendants Higgins and Marconi lacked prohahle 
cause to detain, arrest and/or charge Plaintiff for a violation of any law, statute or 
ordinance of any jurisdiction. 

81. At all relevant times. Defendants Higgins and Marconi were acting under 
the color of law and within the scope of their employment with Defendant LaSalle 
County and/or the LaSalle County Sheriff s Office, and were duly appointed agents and 
employees. 

82. At all relevant times. Defendants Higgins and Marconi, as well as-yet 
unknown co-conspirators, accomplished an unlawful result through individual and/or 
concerted action, in that they agreed, through explicit or implicit means, to falsely and 
maliciously charge Plaintiff with a violation of the Illinois Criminal Code without 
prohahle cause to do so in violation of her rights secured hy the Fourth and Fourteenth 
Amendments. 
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83. As set forth above, and in furtherance of said agreement, Defendants 
Higgins and Marconi falsified police reports, filed false criminal charges initiating 
judicial proceedings, withheld, concealed and/or destroyed exculpatory evidence and 
fabricated incriminating evidence. 

84. As set forth above, the criminal charges filed through the individual 
and/or concerted actions of Defendants Higgins and Marconi were filed with malice and 
without probable cause. 

85. Defendants Higgins and Marconi caused Plaintiff to be subjected 
improperly to judicial proceedings until the charges were disposed of in favor of the 
Plaintiff in a manner indicative of the actual innocence of Plaintiff. 

86. As the proximate result of the false and malicious prosecution as set forth 
above, the Plaintiff has suffered and will continue in the future to suffer injuries of a 
personal and pecuniary nature, including, mental anguish, emotional distress, loss of 
income, loss of reputation, humiliation, and legal expenses. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, demands judgment against 
Defendants Gregory Higgins and Ronald Marconi jointly and severally, for 
compensatory and punitive damages in a sum in excess of $1,000,000 and for her 
attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1988. 
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COUNT IX 

Illinois State Common Law 
Malicious Prosecution-Conspiracy 

87. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates HI through 32 above as 187 of this 
Count IX. 

88. At all relevant times, Defendants Higgins and Marconi lacked prohahle 
cause to detain, arrest and/or charge Plaintiff for a violation of any law, statute or 
ordinance of any jurisdiction. 

89. At all relevant times. Defendants Higgins and Marconi were acting within 
the scope of their employment with Defendant LaSalle County and/or the LaSalle 
County Sheriffs Office, and were duly appointed agents and employees. 

90. At all relevant times. Defendants Higgins and Marconi, as well as-yef 
unknown co-conspirators, accomplished an unlawful result through individual and/or 
concerted action, in that they agreed, through explicit or implicit means, to falsely and 
maliciously charge Plaintiff with a violation of the Illinois Criminal Code without 
prohahle cause to do so. 

91. As set forth above, and in furtherance of said agreement. Defendants 
Higgins and Marconi falsified police reports, filed false criminal charges initiating 
judicial proceedings, withheld, concealed and/or destroyed exculpatory evidence and 
fabricated incriminating evidence. 

92. As set forth above, the criminal charges filed through the individual 
and/or concerted actions of Defendants Higgins and Marconi were filed with malice and 
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disposed of in favor of the Plaintiff in a manner indicative of the actual innocence of 
Plaintiff. 

93. As the proximate result of the false and malicious prosecution as set forth 
above, the Plaintiff has suffered and will continue in the future to suffer injuries of a 
personal and pecuniary nature, including loss of reputation, mental anguish, emotional 
distress, loss of income, and legal expenses. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, demands judgment against 
Defendants Gregory Higgins, Ronald Marconi, Thomas Templeton, and LaSalle 
County, jointly and severally, for compensatory and punitive damages in a sum in 
excess of $1,000,000. 

COUNT X 

Respondent Superior 

94. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates TfTfl through 32 and TfTf87 to 93 above 
as 194 of this Count X. 

95. At all times relevant hereto. Defendants Higgins and Marconi were acting 
as the actual and/or apparent agent and/or employee of Defendants LaSalle County 
and/or Thomas Templeton, in connection with all individual and/or concerted acts 
and/or omissions ascribed to each herein, and therefore each was acting within the 
scope of his employment with Defendants LaSalle County and/or Thomas Templeton. 

96. As a result of the facts set forth in this Complaint, Defendants LaSalle 
County and Thomas Templeton are liable for the acts and/or omissions of its agents. 
Defendants Higgins and Marconi, sought in Count IX above. 
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WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, Zandrea Askew, demands judgment against 
Defendants Thomas Templeton and LaSalle County, jointly and severally, in a sum in 
excess of $1,000,000. 

COUNT XI 

Indemnification 

97. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates HI through 93 above as 197 of this 
Count XL 

98. Pursuant to Section 9-102 of the Local Government and Governmental 
Employees Tort Immunity Act (“the Act”), a local public entity is directed to pay any 
tort judgment or settlement for compensatory damages for which it or an employee 
acting within the scope of his employment is liable. 745 ILCS 10/9-102. 

99. Thomas Templeton, in his official capacity as the Sheriff of LaSalle 
County, and LaSalle County are local public entities as defined in the Act. 745 ILCS 
10/1-206. 

100. Defendants Gregory Higgins, Drew Lengfelder, Ronald Marconi, Shelley 
Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, and not-yet identified 
LaSalle County Sheriff Officers, at all relevant times were “employees” of the LaSalle 
County Sheriff and/or LaSalle County as defined by the Act. 745 ILCS 10/1-202. 

101. At all relevant times. Defendants Gregory Higgins, Drew Lengfelder, 
Ronald Marconi, Shelley Kessler, Deputy Pitrowski, Deputy Vargas, Deputy Cogdal, 
and not-yet identified LaSalle County Sheriff Officers acted within the scope of their 
employment with LaSalle County and/or the LaSalle County Sheriffs Office. 
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102. Pursuant to the Act, LaSalle County is also required to pay any judgment 
or settlement entered against Thomas Templeton, in his official capacity as the LaSalle 
County Sheriff. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Zandrea Askew demands judgment against Defendants 
Thomas Templeton and LaSalle County, as indemnors, in the amount awarded to 
Plaintiff against any and all individual Defendants, as damages, attorney’s fees, costs 
and interest, and/or for any settlement entered into between Plaintiffs and the 
Defendants. 


PLAINTIFF DEMANDS A JURY OF TWELVE 


Respectfully submitted by: 

By: s/Terry A. Ekl _ 

Terry A. Ekl [#0727105 ] 

Patrick L. Provenzale [#6225879 ] 
Tracy Stanker [ #6274868 ] 

Ekl, Williams & Provenzale llc 

Two Arboretum Lakes 

901 Warrenville Road, Suite 175 

Lisle, IL 60532 

(630) 654-0045 

(630) 654-8318 Facsimile 

tekl@eklwilliams.com 

pprovenzale@eklwilliams.com 

tstanker@eklwilliams.com 
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